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STRATEGIC ARMS LIMITATION TREATY AND 
INTERIM AGREEMENT 


Exchange of Remarks Between the President and Andrei A. Gromyko, Soviet 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, at a Ceremony Marking the Entry Into Force 

of the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems and the 
Interim Agreement on the Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms. 

October 3, 1972 


ForEIGN MINISTER Gromyko. Mr. President, Mr. Secretary of State, 
ladies and gentlemen: 


The Treaty and the Interim Agreement on questions of strategic 
arms limitation which were signed in Moscow by you, Mr. President, 
and by the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Commu- 
nist Party of the Soviet Union, Leonid Brezhnev, and which are today 
coming into force will go down in history as a significant achievement 
in restraining the arms race. 

This is how the significance of this event is evaluated by world pub- 
lic opinion. The Soviet Union attaches great importance to these accords 
which are a continuation of the process initiated by the conclusion of the 
Moscow Test Ban Treaty, the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 
Weapons, and other important agreements limiting the arms race in the 
world. 

The Soviet people firmly intend to go on implementing the peace 
program approved by the 24th Congress of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union. We are confident that the question on the nonuse of force 
in international relations and on the permanent prohibition of the use of 
nuclear weapons, which we have submitted for consideration by the cur- 
rent session of the United Nations General Assembly, is also of signal 
importance for the cause of peace. 

The Treaty and the Interim Agreement entering into force today 
are based on recognition of the principle of the equal security of the 
parties, and they offer no one any unilateral military advantages. At 
the same time, these accords meet not only the interests of our two nations 
but also the interests of international security as a whole and the interests 
of all nations because security and peace are their common goal. 

Practical steps to limit rocket nuclear armaments rightfully hold 
an important place among the very real political changes taking place 
in relations between our two countries and this signifies a success for the 
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policy of peaceful coexistence and it has a positive effect on the entire 
international situation as a whole. 

For the first time since the Second World War, agreements are com- 
ing into force aimed at slowing down the race in the most destructive 
types of armaments, but any treaty and any agreement can have a genuine 
historic significance only when the principles and the intentions pro- 
claimed in them become the content of the practical activity of states 
and lead to further important achievements in that direction. 

The Soviet Union is fully resolved, for its part, to do all that is nec- 
essary to that end. 

Today when these important documents are entering into force, it 
should be noted that in accordance with the understanding achieved 
between our two countries, negotiations will be continued with a view 
to deepening and broadening agreements to limit strategic arms. 

As is evidenced by the Treaty and the Interim Agreement entering 
into force today, vigorous efforts aimed at removing the threat of war 
and at disarmament do yield their concrete positive results. 

We are convinced that the interests of the Soviet and American 
peoples and the interests of the peoples of all the countries of the world 


demand that efforts to limit the arms race should continue unabated. 
Thank you. 


THE Presiwent. Mr. Vice President, Mr. Foreign Minister, Mr. Secretary 
of State, Members of the Cabinet, Members of the Congress, and all of 
our distinguished guests: 

As has already been indicated, the documents we have signed today 
place into force the first limitation on offensive and defensive nuclear 
arms ever entered into, and particularly it is important that this limitation 
is entered into between the Soviet Union and the United States of America. 

On this particular occasion, I would like to pay a personal tribute to 
and express the thanks of the Nation to the Members of the House and 
the Senate who, in a bipartisan manner, gave approval and support to 
these historic agreements. 

Also, I would like to pay tribute to and express personal appreciation 
to the scores of people in both governments who are not seated here at the 
table, but who worked with those at the table in working out the details 
of these agreements and their substance over almost 3 years. 

It would not be fair to mention the names of all of them, or even 
a few, but I am sure that everyone would appreciate the fact that I would 
say that one name particularly comes to mind today, a former Ambassador 
from the United States to the Soviet Union, who also served with 
Ambassador Smith on the delegation to SALT from the United States— 
Ambassador Llewellyn Thompson. 

It can truly be said of him, as it can be said of so many others who 
have worked in this field, that he gave his life to the cause of peace. 

On this occasion, we recognize that these agreements mean the first 
step in limiting the burden of nuclear arms as far as our two nations are 
concerned. Also, these agreements mean a first step in reducing the dan- 
ger of war in the world and increasing the chances of peace. 

I have used the term “first step” quite deliberately, because while 
these agreements have enormous significance in the ban on defensive 
nuclear weapons beyond the points that are covered in the Agreement 
and in the Treaty, an enormous significance in terms of the limitation of 
certain offensive categories, there remains a significant number of cate- 
gories in the nuclear field that are not covered, and that is why I share 
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the views that have been expressed by Foreign Minister Gromyko that 
we must now move from this first step to the vitally important next step 
in which we consider the whole range of offensive nuclear weapons and 
try to find agreement between our two nations in that field. 

And then beyond, after that step is taken, we can look to the pos- 
sibility of reducing the burden of nuclear arms and eventually to the 
possibility of limitations and restrictions on the use of such arms. 

What we are in effect witnessing today, then, is, we believe, the 
beginning of a great historical process in which we have learned by work- 
ing out these agreements, following, as they do, the Non-Proliferation 
Treaty and the Test Ban Treaty, that we have found the way to make 
progress in other fields which can eventually lead to the goal that we all 
want, a world that is much safer and particularly a world that may pos- 
sibly be free from the enormous danger of a nuclear disaster. 

I think all of us are quite aware of the fact that the signing of these 
documents today, the signing of the documents that occurred earlier 
this year in the Kremlin, raise the hopes of all the people of the world 
for a dream of mankind from the beginning of civilization, a world of 
peace, a world in which peoples with different governments and different 
philosophies could live in peace together. 

We believe that we have contributed to that cause and to the realiza- 
tion of that dream, and as we take this first step, we look forward to 
working together in taking the next steps; we look forward particularly 
in being worthy of the hopes of the people of the world and we can be 
worthy of those hopes if our two great nations can move together, not only 
to limit the burden of arms on ourselves but to lift the burden of fear of war 
from all of the people of the world. 


NOTE: The exchange of remarks began at 10:08 a.m. in the East Room at the White 
House. Foreign Minister Gromyko spoke in Russian; as printed above, his remarks 








follow a translation by an interpreter. 


For the text of the President’s letter to Chairman Podgorny accepting the interim 


agreement, see the following item. 





Interim Agreement on the Limitation 
of Strategic Offensive Arms 


The President’s Letter to Chairman Nikolai V. Podgorny 
on the Acceptance of the 5-Y ear Interim Agreement by 
the United States. Dated October 2, 1972. 

Released October 3, 1972 


Dear Mr. Chairman: 


I am pleased to inform you that the United States of 
America accepts the Interim Agreement Between the 
United States of America and the Union of Soviet So- 
cialist Republics on Certain Measures with Respect to the 
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, and the Protocol 
thereto, signed at Moscow on May 26, 1972. 

Sincerely, 
Ricuarp Nixon 


[His Excellency Nikolai V. Podgorny, Chairman of the Presidium of 
the Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
Moscow] 


NoTE: For an exchange of remarks between the President and Soviet 
Foreign Minister Gromyko at a ceremony marking the entry into 
force of the ABM treaty and the interim agreement, see the pre- 


ceding item. 


Columbus Day, 1972 
Proclamation 4161. October 3, 1972 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


On Columbus Day, 1972, we once again celebrate the 
memorable achievements of the great navigator and ex- 
plorer whose vision and daring led to much of the perma- 
nent settlement of the Americas by the peoples of Europe. 

When Christopher Columbus, a son of Italy sailing in 
the service of Spain, crossed the uncharted ocean sea in 
1492, he helped to open a new chapter in the history of 
mankind. Columbus was among the first in a long series 
of courageous trail blazers who have moved us forward 
across perilous areas of sea, land, and space in pursuit of 
greater knowledge of the globe and its surroundings. 

All Americans take pride in recalling the accomplish- 
ments of Columbus. We count the memory of his courage 
in confronting unknown dangers and his indomitable faith 
in overcoming the setbacks which preceded his voyage as 
among the ideals which helped to shape the American 
character. 
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In tribute to the achievements of Columbus, the Con- 
of the United States, by joint resolution approved 
April 30, 1934 (48 Stat. 657), as modified by the act of 
June 28, 1968 (82 Stat. 250), requested the President 
to proclaim the second Monday in October of each year 
as Columbus Day. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, RicHarpD Nixon, President of the 
United States of America, do hereby designate Monday, 
October 9, 1972, as Columbus Day; and I invite the 
people of this Nation to observe that day in schools, 
churches, and other suitable places with appropriate cere- 
monies in honor of the great explorer. 

I also direct that the flag of the United States be dis- 
played on all public buildings on the appointed day in 
memory of Christopher Columbus. 

In Witness WueErEOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
this third day of October, in the year of our Lord nineteen 
hundred seventy-two, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the one hundred ninety-seventh. 

RicHarp NIxon 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 12:31 p.m., 
October 3, 1972] 


Act Providing for Relief of Certain 
Prewar Japanese Bank Claimants 


Statement by the President Upon Signing H.R. 8215 
Into Law. October 4, 1972 


I have great pleasure in signing into law H.R. 8215, for 
the relief of certain prewar Japanese bank claimants. This 
act will permit Japanese-Americans who were interned or 
paroled during the Second World War under the Alien 
Enemy Act to file claims, and to be reimbursed, for funds 
deposited by them in certain branches of the Yokohama 
Specie Bank Ltd., Japan. 

The signing of this act, in a very much larger sense, 
symbolized how far we have finally come in our human 
relationships in this country since World War II. After 
Pearl Harbor, more than 100,000 Japanese-Americans 
were uprooted from their homes and moved into evacua- 
tion centers, whether they were citizens or aliens. Even 
during the war, there was considerable sentiment that we 
had overreacted. President Franklin D. Roosevelt said, 
“Americanism is a matter of mind and heart; Ameri- 
canism is not, and never was, a matter of race or ancestry.” 

Japanese-Americans were recruited for the United 
States Armed Forces and their 442d Regimental Combat 
Team became famous as the “Go For Broke’”’ outfit that 
was one of the most highly decorated units in the United 
States Army in World War II. 


Not until the enactment of the Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act in 1952, however, were lawfully admitted 
alien Japanese permitted to become naturalized citizens 
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of the United States. And not for many years were the 
Congress and the courts able to redress one particularly 
unfair aspect of the treatment of the Japanese-Americans. 
Only gradually were more than 15,000 Japanese-Ameri- 
cans who had been evacuated, but not interned or paroled, 
permitted to recover their money which had been de- 
posited in United States branches of Japanese banks. The 
assets of these banks had been seized along with all other 


Japanese assets under the Trading with the Enemy Act 
during the war. 


Now, this act finally permits between 1,000 and 2,000 
Japanese-American depositors who were interned or 
paroled during the war—or their heirs—to file claim for 
their assets—31 years after Pearl Harbor. 

The House Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee has stated: “. . . It is the opinion of the com- 
mittee that the predominant legal and moral right to these 
funds belongs to the Americans of Japanese ancestry who 
are the beneficiaries of this legislation.” 


I agree—and I now take this opportunity to express 
my gratitude for the contributions Japanese-Americans 
have made, and make today, to our country of which we 
say, E Pluribus Unum, One out of many. 


NOTE: As enacted, the bill (H.R. 8215) is Public Law 92-458, 
approved October 3, 1972. 


Veto of Railroad Retirement 
Benefits Bill 


The President’s Message to the House of Representatives 
Returning H.R. 15927 Without His 
Approval. October 4, 1972 


To the House of Representatives: 


I today am returning without my approval H.R. 15927, 
a bill which would jeopardize the fiscal integrity of the 
railroad retirement system and hasten its bankruptcy. 

This bill would provide a “temporary” increase of 20 
percent in railroad retirement benefits, matching the re- 
cent increase in social security benefits—but without any 
provision for financing the new benefits. 

It would be the third railroad retirement benefit in- 
crease in three years—totaling 51.8 percent in all—to be 
made without an accompanying increase in taxes to 
finance the benefits. 

I am in favor of increased railroad retirement benefits. 
I would sign a measure which was adequately financed. 
But H.R. 15927 does not meet this test and thus it would 
threaten the very existence of the railroad retirement fund 
which already is on shaky financial ground. In addition, 
the bill in its present form would contribute to inflation 
which harms all the people, including the railroad retirees 
themselves. 





1486 WEEKLY COMPILATION OF PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS, OCTOBER 9, 1972 


I have often stated my strong belief that the millions 
of older men and women who did so much to build this 
Nation should share equitably in the fruits of that labor, 
and that inflation should not be allowed to rob them of 
the full value of their pensions. By providing a 20 percent 
benefit increase without adequate financing, however, 
this bill goes far beyond reasonable equity. 

In passing this bill, the Congress has mistakenly as- 
sumed that railroad retirement benefits should be in- 
creased by the same percentage as social security benefits. 
In fact, the two systems are entirely different. Railroad 
benefits are much higher than social security benefits—for 
full-career workers the benefits may be twice as high. 

The railroad retirement system payments are a com- 
bination of social security benefits augmented by the 
equivalent of a private pension. There is no valid reason 
why the private pension equivalent necessarily should be 
increased whenever social security benefits are raised. 
Other industries have not raised their pension benefits by 
20 percent as a result of social security increases, even 
though most of them provide less adequate benefits. 

The argument that these “temporary” benefits do not 
require a tax increase is, in my judgment, a delusion. I 
cannot imagine that the Congress would find it possible or 
desirable to slash railroad retirement benefits next year 
or in any year. 

The imprudence of H.R. 15927 is underscored by the 
recent report of the Commission on Railroad Retirement. 
That Commission was created by the Congress in 1970 to 
study the troubled railroad retirement system and recom- 
mend measures necessary to place it on a sound actuarial 
basis. Yet the Congress acted on H.R. 15927 before it had 
an opportunity to consider and act on the recommenda- 
tions of its own Commission for basic changes in the rail- 
road retirement system. 

The Commission’s findings do not support H.R. 15927 
and a majority of the Commissioners recommended 
against such legislation. 

The Commission found that existing railroad retire- 
ment benefits are adequate, particularly for workers re- 
tiring after a full career. Retired railroad couples receive 
higher benefits than 9 out of every 10 retired couples in 
the country. The Commission also reached the sobering 
conclusion that the enactment of an across-the-board 20 
percent increase, without adequate financing, would 
bankrupt the system in 13 years. 

I believe that railroad beneficiaries should now receive 
the same dollar increases in benefits as social security 
recipients with similar earnings. A 20 percent increase in 
the social security portion of railroad retirement benefits 
can be financed without worsening the financial position 
of the Railroad Retirement Trust Fund. The Congress 
followed this sound approach when it increased railroad 
retirement benefits in 1968. 

Therefore, I propose that the Congress enact a bill 
which again applies this principle, instead of H.R. 15927. 
The 1972 increase under my proposal would average $28 


per month for single retired railroad workers and would 
be about $47 a month for married couples. It would not 
deepen the presently-projected deficits of the Railroad 
Retirement Trust Fund. 

I urge the Congress to adopt this prudent alternative, 
which would give these deserving pensioners an equitable 
benefit increase on a timely basis and which would still 
preserve the flexibility for basic readjustments that will 
be needed later in the railroad retirement system. 

Working together, I hope that we can constructively 
reform this system so it can continue to serve the needs of 
railroad workers and their families for decades ahead. 

RicHARD Nixon 
The White House, 
October 4, 1972. 


NOTE: On the same date, the President’s veto was overridden by the 
House of Representatives and the Senate. The bill (H.R. 15927) 
became Public Law 92-460, without the President’s signature. 


THE PRESIDENT’S 
NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
OCTOBER 5, 1972 


CHARGES OF CORRUPTION 


Q. Mr. President, what are you planning to do to de- 
fend yourself against the charges of corruption in your 
Administration? 

Tue Preswent. Well, I have noted such charges; as 
a matter of fact, I have noted that this Administration 
has been charged with being the most corrupt in history, 
and I have been charged with being the most deceitful 
President in history. 

The President of the United States has been compared 
in his policies with Adolf Hitler. The policies of the 
U.S. Government to prevent a Communist takeover by 
force in South Vietnam have been called the worst crime 
since the Nazi extermination of the Jews in Germany. 
And the President who went to China and to Moscow, 
and who has brought 500,000 home from Vietnam, has 
been called the number one warmaker in the world. 

Needless to say, some of my more partisan advisers 
feel that I should respond in kind. I shall not do so— 
not now, not throughout this campaign. I am not going 
to dignify such comments. 

In view of the fact that one of the very few Members 
of the Congress who is publicly and actively supporting 
the opposition ticket in this campaign has very vigor- 
ously, yesterday, criticized this kind of tactics, it seems 
to me it makes it not necessary for me to respond. 

I think the responsible members of the Democratic 
Party will be turned off by this kind of campaigning, 
and I would suggest that responsible members of the 
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press, following the single standard to which they are 
deeply devoted, will also be turned off by it. 


SENATOR McGoveERnN’s CAMPAIGN 


Q. Mr. President, do you feel that, as Vice President 
Agnew said the other day, that Senator McGovern is 
waging a smear campaign against you? Would you char- 
acterize it as that? 

Tue Preswent. I am not going to characterize the 
Senator’s campaign. As a matter of fact, I don’t ques- 
tion his motives. I think he deeply believes in a number 
of actions that he believes that this Government should 
take that I think would be very disastrous for this Nation, 
as I pointed out in my acceptance speech. Consequently, 
as far as I am concerned, I will discuss those issues, but 
I am not going to raise any doubts about his motives. 
Incidentally, I have no complaint when he raises doubts 
about mine. That is his choice. 


VIETNAM 


Q. Mr. President, do you see any possibility of a negoti- 
ated settlement in Vietnam before the election? 

Tue Preswent. The settlement will come just as soon 
as we can possibly get a settlement which is right, right 
for the South Vietnamese, the North Vietnamese, and 
for us, one that will have in mind our goals of preventing 
the imposition by force of a Communist Government on 
South Vietnam and, of course, a goal that is particularly 
close to our hearts, in a humanitarian sense, the return 
of our prisoners of war. 

I should emphasize, however, that under no circum- 
stances will the timing of a settlement, for example, the 
possible negotiation of a cease-fire, the possible negoti- 
ation of, or unilateral action with regard to a bombing 
halt, under no circumstances will such action be affected 
by the fact that there is going to be an election 
November 7. 

If we can make the right kind of a settlement before 
the election, we will make it. If we cannot, we are not 
going to make the wrong kind of a settlement before the 
election. We were around that track in 1968 when well- 
intentioned men made a very, very great mistake in 
stopping the bombing without adequate agreements 
from the other side. 

I do not criticize them for that as far as their motives 
are concerned. I simply say, having seen what happened 
then, we are not going to make that mistake now. 

The election, I repeat, will not in any way influence 
what we do at the negotiating table. 

Second, because I know this subject has been dis- 
cussed by a number of you, as it should be, in your 
commentary and in your reports, the negotiations at this 
time, as you know, have been in the private channel, very 
extensive. We have agreed that neither side will discuss 
the content of those negotiations. I will not discuss them 
one way or another. 


I will only say that the negotiations are in a sensitive 
stage. I cannot predict and will not predict that they 
will or will not succeed. I cannot and will not predict 
when they will succeed. 

But I will say that any comment on my part with 
regard to how the negotiations are going could only 
have a detrimental effect on the goal that we are seek- 
ing, and that is as early as possible a negotiated settle- 
ment of this long and difficult war. 

Q. Mr. President, it has been said that Hanoi may 
be waiting until after the election to make a final settle- 
ment on the theory that if they got a Democrat elected 
they would get better terms for them. How do you answer 
that? 

THE Preswent. They could be motivated by that. 
There are those who believe that they were motivated 
to an extent in 1968 by political considerations in agree- 
ing to a bombing halt before the election with the thought 
that defeating me was more in their interest than electing 
my opponent. 

I do not claim that that was the case. I must say that 
both Senator Humphrey and I, I think, were quite re- 
sponsible in that election campaign in refusing to com- 
ment on what were then only preliminary negotiations, 
recognizing that any comment by one who might be 
President might jeopardize the success of negotiations. 

Now, as far as Hanoi’s putting their eggs in that basket, 
that only indicates that the American political scene is 
one that no one can predict. Despite what the polls say 
and despite some indications on our side that we believe 
we have a good chance to win, there are many in this 
country and many abroad who think that there is a 
chance the other side might win. 

Under those circumstances, they obviously could con- 
clude, with some justification, that my insistence that 
we will never agree to a settlement which would impose 
a Communist Government directly or indirectly on the 
people of South Vietnam, as compared with the state- 
ments of our opponents to the contrary on this particu- 
lar point, might be influencing them. 

On the other hand, we are talking. If we have the 
opportunity, we will continue to talk before this election 
and we will try to convince them that waiting until after 
the election is not good strategy. 

Q. Mr. President, there are those of your critics who 
say that the bombing is really serving no useful purpose 
and it is needless. What purpose is the bombing now 
serving in view of the fact that the negotiations have not 
resulted in a settlement and in view of the fact that 
there still seems to be a good deal of military activity in 
the South? 

Tue Present. Well, I think, Mr. Lisagor, you coul¢ 
really go further. There are those who say that the bomb- 
ing and the mining have served no useful purpose and are 
serving no useful purpose. Those same critics, however, as 
I pointed out in San Clemente, and have since had an 
opportunity to review, on May 1, that weekend, all had 
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reached the conclusion that South Vietnam was down 
the tube. Time, Newsweek, the New York Times, the 
Washington Post, the three television network commen- 
tators—I am not referring, of course, to you ladies and 
gentlemen who are reporters—all in varying degrees wrote 
and spoke of the specter of defeat and the hopelessness 
of the South Vietnamese cause. 

On May 8, I acted to prevent that Communist take- 
over, which all of these same critics then predicted. 
After I took that action of mining and bombing, the 
same critics predicted that the summit was torpedoed. 
Some even went so far as to say we were risking World 
War III. 

Those predictions proved to be wrong. Now these same 
critics say that the bombing and mining was not neces- 
sary, it has accomplished no purpose, and is not neces- 
sary for the future. Well, I would say, based on their 
track record, I would not give much credence to what 
the critics have said in this respect. 

I will only say the bombing and mining was essential 
to turn around what was a potentially disastrous situation 
in South Vietnam. The back of the enemy offensive has 
been broken. They hold no provincial capitals now at all. 

This could not have been accomplished without the 
mining and the bombing, and the mining and the bomb- 
ing will continue, of course, until we get some agreements 
on the negotiating front. 


Grain SALEs To Soviet UNION 


Q. Mr. President, what is your reply to critics who 
charge there is scandal involved in your Russian wheat 
agreement? 

Tue Presipent. My reply is to have such allegations 
investigated; incidentally, with the thorough and com- 
plete agreement of Secretary Butz. Secretary Butz and the 
House Committee on Agriculture both looked into these 
charges that some of the big grain dealers, the so-called 
Big Six, got advance information and made a lot of 
money; and that particularly some of the wheat growers 
in the Southwestern part of the country who sell their 
wheat early, usually, in order to get a premium, were left 
holding the bag when, if they had the advance informa- 
tion that there was going to be a deal, they could have 
made some more money. 

Now, if there was any impropriety, if there was any 
illegality, we want to know it. The way to find out is to 
put the best investigative agency in the world to work at 
finding out. As soon as their investigation is completed, 
and we want it just as quickly as we can, it will be made 
available to the Secretary and he will take whatever action 
is needed if there is illegality or impropriety. 

Let me turn, if I could, on the wheat deal, however, to 
another side of it that has also come to my attention. I 
have been rather amused by some of the comments to the 
effect that the wheat deal was really a bad one for the 
United States; that we got snookered by the Russians. 


When I used that term with Mr. Gromyko he asked for a 
translation, but in any event—and I said, “Well, you 
acted like capitalists,’—but in any event—“because you 
didn’t tell us that your grain failure was as great as it was.” 

Of course, his response was, “Well, what would you 
have done?” He said, ““We knew we had to buy a lot of 
wheat and we didn’t want to push the price up as fast.” 

But in any event, let me take very briefly a moment of 
your time to point out what was in it for us and what was 
in it for them. First, the wheat deal cost us $120 million in, 
as you know, payments, farm payments. But this is what 
we got from it: The farmers got $1 billion in more 
farm income. There were thousands of jobs created, in- 
cluding jobs in the American merchant marine as well as 
on the farm and in the processing areas as a result of the 
wheat deal. 

The taxpayers were saved $200 million in farm pay- 
ments that otherwise would have had to be made if we 
had kept the wheat in storage and not sold it. 

Now, in addition, the wheat deal, this one, the one that 
we have made with the Chinese, the one we have made 
with the Japanese for grain, and so forth and so on, have 
had a very significant effect in improving our balance of 
trade and balance of payments position. 

As far as the terms were concerned, when we went in— 
I negotiated this directly after a lot of preliminary work 
had been done, and very good preliminary work, by Sec- 
retary Peterson and, of course Secretary Butz—they 
wanted 10 years at 2 percent credit and they finally took 
3 years at over 6 percent. 

Now they got something they needed. They have a short 
wheat crop and they needed this wheat in order to feed 
their people, but it was also good for us. Despite that, how- 
ever, we certainly want no one to have gotten any inside 
information to make a profit out of it which was illegal 
or improper. If that did happen, we are going to find out, 
and we will take action against it. 

. Mr. President, do you agree with Secretary Butz 
that if he had known that one of his aides was going to 
join a grain dealer that he would not have taken him along 
in negotiating the Russian deal? 

Tue Presment.Well, I have very great respect for Sec- 
retary Butz’s judgment in this matter. The only addi- 
tion I would make to it is that when we announced the 
grain deal on July 8 in San Clemente, if you recall, it was 
only then that we were sure—and incidentally many, of 
course, are now wondering what is going to happen to the 
trade agreement. 

I can’t tell you whether there will be one or when. I 
think there will be one, but my point is that when we ne- 
gotiate in this economic field, as is the case when we ne- 
gotiate in the field of arms control, it is tough bargaining 
up and down the line, and until we get it nailed down we 
are not sure that we are going to get it. In this instance, 
while Mr. Butz’s assistant did take a trip to the Soviet 
Union, he certainly, I think, would have been very unwise 
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to rely on the possibility that there was going to be a deal 
until one was made. 

If he did rely on it, he probably, in this instance, came 
out well. He could have come out the other way. 


Property Tax RELIEF 


Q. Mr. President, on the question of property taxes 
Mr. Ehrlichman has said that the Administration’s long- 
term goal is to reduce property taxes by 50 percent, which 
would mean about $16 billion from the Federal Govern- 
ment presumably to States to make up for the property tax 
loss. How will you find that $16 billion without having to 
increase Federal taxes? 

Tue Present. We can’t do it all in one bite. We have 
to begin with that. As Mr. Ehrlichman has indicated, that 
is why we have set as a goal a 50 percent reduction. 

Now, let me indicate to you the priorities that I see 
developing with regard to property tax relief. We have to 
start first with the elderly. When I met with Mr. Merriam, 
who, as you know, is the professional working with the 
Advisory Committee on Intergovernmental Relations, he 
gave me some statistics, which to me were terribly depress- 
ing. There are | million retired people in this country who 
have incomes of less than $2,000 a year, and, who, on the 
average, pay a property tax of 3314 percent of that 
income.* 

Now that is fiscally wrong, morally wrong, and certainly 
tax wrong. We must begin by lifting that burden from 
those people who have worked all their lives, are now re- 
tired on what is basically an inadequate amount, and are 
paying one-third of their taxes (incomes) for property 
taxes to send, basically, children to school. 

I have discussed this matter not only with Mr. Merriam, 
but Mr. Shultz and I have had, as you have noted, a num- 
ber of meetings on this in the past few weeks. We hope 
to have a plan which we can present at an early date. I 
cannot indicate to you what that date will be, but I will 
say this: One, we are going to propose to the next Con- 
gress a plan that will relieve—what will start down the 
road of reducing the burden of property taxes. 

The first priority will be to reduce the burden of prop- 
erty taxes on the elderly, and second, whatever step we 
take, one condition is, it must not require any increase in 
other taxes. We think we have found a formula to do that. 


THe WATERGATE CASE 


Q. Mr. President, don’t you think that your Adminis- 
tration and the public would be served considerably and 
that the men under indictment would be treated better, 
if you people would come through and make a clean breast 
about what you were trying to get done at the Watergate? 

Tue Present. One thing that has always puzzled 
me about it is why anybody would have tried to get any- 
thing out of the Watergate. But be that as it may, that 
decision having been made at lower levels, with which I 
had no knowledge, and, as I pointed out-——— 


*The 33% percent figure refers to low income retired persons in 
the Northeast. Nationwide, the average is about 16 percent of 
retiree’s income. 





Q. Surely you know now, sir. 

Tue PRESmENT. Just a minute. I certainly feel that 
under the circumstances that we have got to look at what 
has happened and to put the matter into perspective. 

Now when we talk about a clean breast, let’s look at 
what has happened. The FBI assigned 133 agents to this 
investigation. It followed out 1,800 leads. It conducted 
1,500 interviews. 

Incidentally, I conducted the investigation of the Hiss 
case. I know that is a very unpopular subject to raise in 
some quarters, but I conducted it. It was successful. The 
FBI did a magnificient job, but that investigation, involv- 
ing the security of this country, was basically a Sunday 
school exercise compared to the amount of effort that was 
put into this. 

I agreed with the amount of effort that was put into it. 
I wanted every lead carried out to the end because I 
wanted to be sure that no member of the White House 
staff and no man or woman in a position of major respon- 
sibility in the Committee for Re-election had anything to 
do with this kind of reprehensible activity. 

Now, the grand jury has handed down indictments. It 
has indicted incidentally two who were with the Com- 
mittee for the Re-election and one who refused to cooper- 
ate and another who was apprehended. Under these cir- 
cumstances, the grand jury now having acted, it is now 
time to have the judicial process go forward and for the 
evidence to be presented. 

I would say finally with regard to commenting on any 
of those who have been indicted, with regard to saying 
anything about the judicial process, I am going to follow 
the good advice, which I appreciate, of the members of 
the press corps, my constant, and I trust will always con- 
tinue to be, very responsible critics. 

I stepped into one on that when you recall I made in- 
advertently a comment in Denver about an individual who 
had been indicted in California, the Manson case. I was 
vigorously criticized for making any comment about the 
case, and so of course, I know you would want me to fol- 
low the same single standard by not commenting on this 
case. 

CAMPAIGN PLANS 


Q. Mr. President, when are you going to begin inten- 
sive campaigning, and are you going to begin intensive 
campaigning? 

Tue Present. I repeat, Mr. Warren, what I have 
said previously in San Clemente and at San Francisco. 
Until the Congress adjourns, my primary responsibility is 
to stay here and particularly to stay here to fight the battle 
against bigger spending that would lead to bigger taxes. 

I have made a commitment, and I make it here again 
today. There will be no tax increase in 1973. However, 
there is one problem with that commitment. There will 
be no Presidential tax increase. But, we need the coopera- 
tion of the Congress, and there could be a congressional 
tax increase. If the Congress, for example, does not ap- 
prove the $250 billion ceiling that we have requested, that 
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is going to make the chances of avoiding a tax increase 
more difficult. 

It does not make it impossible, however, because we 
have a second line of defense. If the Congress, as appears 
likely, continues to pass bills that substantially exceed the 
budget, which already is at the highest limits that our tax 
income will pay for, if the Congress continues to pass bills 
and send them to the President’s desk that exceed that 
budget, the Congress will have voted for a tax increase. 
However, I still have one weapon left, that is the veto. 

My own prediction is that after talking to our own lead- 
ers and after hearing from some responsible Democrats 
in the House and Senate, that even though the Congress 
will probably send to my desk in the next 2 or 3 weeks a 
number of bills that will substantially exceed the budget, 
and that would result in a congressional tax increase, I 
think my vetoes of those bills will be sustained and that 
that will make it possible for me to keep my commitment 
for no tax increase. 

That shows one of the reasons why it is important for 
me to stay on the job here in Washington until the Con- 
gress adjourns and until that very great danger of a tax 
increase caused by congressional overspending is met and 
defeated. 

Now, once the Congress leaves, or once I see that dan- 
ger passing, then I can make plans to go into various parts 
of the country. In the meantime, I am going to have to 
limit my travel, as I have indicated, to perhaps once a 
week, on a day that I see no significant problems that I 
need to attend to here, but I will not do more than that. 

If I have to choose between engaging in all of the spec- 
taculars of a campaign, which I have been doing virtually 
all my life, every 2 years for 25 years—if I have to choose 
between that and staying on the job and doing something 
that would result in avoiding a tax increase for the Ameri- 
can people, I am going to stay right here on the job. 


ELECTION PREDICTIONS 


Q. Mr. President, to follow that up, if you can be a 
prognosticator, in 1968 you received 301 electoral votes. 
What do you see for yourself in 1972? 

Tue Present. 301 was enough, wasn’t it? 

Q. True. 

Tue Present. Our goal is to get as many as we can, 
electoral votes, and as many popular votes as we can. I 
know that the political questions have been discussed very 
broadly. I would take a moment on that and might refer 
to your question, too, but then you follow up if I don’t 
answer. 

The problem with a candidate who is ahead in the 
polls—of course, I like this kind of a problem better than 
being behind—but the problem of a candidate who is 
ahead in the polls, and his organization, is a very signifi- 
cant one in this respect: It is the problem of getting his 
vote out. What we need above everything else is a big vote. 
In order to get a big vote, it means that people have to be 


stimulated to vote. That is one of the reasons that going to 
the country and participating will help get that big vote 
out, and when the time permits, I will go to the country in 
order to get the vote out, among other things. 

With the candidate who is behind substantially in the 
polls, he doesn’t have that problem. With all the poll- 
sters—and the pollsters always remember when they pre- 
dicted right, but never when they predicted wrong—this 
doesn’t prove anything necessarily, because when the mar- 
gins are up in the 60-40 range, on the fringes it is always 
quite soft either way. 

But in-1964 I was interested to find that Gallup never 
had Goldwater as more than 32 percent as against John- 
son. In fact, Gallup’s poll, taken 1 week before the elec- 
tion, showed Goldwater at 32 percent. He got 39 percent. 
Why? The Goldwater people voted and many of the John- 
son people thought they had it made. 

We, of course, have the same problem. Of course, John- 
son still won. Maybe we will. What I am simply suggest- 
ing is that as far as predictions are concerned, I have told 
all of our people, “Don’t rely on the polls. Remember that 
the candidate who is behind will tend to get his vote out. 
Ours will tend not to get out. Get our vote out and try to 
win as big a popular vote as we can and as big an elec- 
toral vote as we can.” 

The purpose: Not to make the other candidate look 
bad, but the purpose is to get what I have described as 
the new American majority in which Republicans, Demo- 
crats, and independents, join together in supporting not 
a party, or not an individual, but supporting the record of 
the past 4 years, the positions which are very clear-cut that 
I have taken on the great issues, and thereby giving us the 
opportunity to continue in the next 4 years. 


THE PRESIDENT’sS AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC 
AND THE PRESS 


Q. Mr. President, as election day comes closer, you have 
also been criticized for isolating yourself, not making your- 
self available for questioning. 

Tue Presiwent. Hiding—{laughter|—isolating is a 
great big word. 


Q. Hiding. Apart from going out and hitting the hust- 
ings, do you plan to have more press conferences between 
now and election day? 

Tue Present. Well, I would plan to try to find ways 
to be as available for purposes of presenting my position 
as I can. For example, on the matter of taxes, how we 
avoid a tax increase, I know that Mr. Ehrlichman has rep- 
resented my views and Mr. Shultz, as have a number of 
others. I have tried to cover it here briefly this morning. 

But at Camp David yesterday, I completed a speech 
that I had made on the subject and while I cannot get 
away this weekend, I am going to deliver it by nationwide 
radio—we'll buy the time, incidentally, nationwide 
radio—on Saturday night. So for the writing press, you 
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will have it in time for the Sunday papers. That is only 
coincidental, of course. 

Q. In light of the fact that because Congress has not 
adjourned, you cannot get out, why can’t you accept us 
as a surrogate for the people you can’t see and have more 
press conferences between now and November 7? 

Tue Present. If you would like to be surrogates, we 
have plenty 

Q. We can ask the questions the public is asking. 

Tue Preswent. Well, Mr. Potter, the press confer- 
ence, to me, is not basically a chore. When I say “a chore,” 
it is always a challenge, and it is one that requires hard 
work. I recall, incidentally, in that connection, speaking 
of the press conference, I think I have told you once when 
we were riding in the back of the plane, it was not as 
good as the one we have got now, but you remember those 
days, we had very few good planes, a DC-3. But I recall 
that we were talking about speechwriting and how I hated 
to write speeches and I talked to Foster Dulles about it 
after he returned from one of his many trips abroad and 
he always made a speech and I said, “Don’t you hate to 
write speeches?” 

He said, “Yes, I used to. But,” he said, “now I do it, 
I consider it necessary to go through the torture, because 
the writing of the speech disciplines my mind, it makes me 
think through the issue.” 

I must say that preparation for the press conference 
helps to discipline the mind to talk about the issues. To 
come precisely now to your question, I think that the for- 
mat of questions and answers, for members of the press, 
can be useful. Certainly I will consider the possibility of 
using that format. Maybe not just here, maybe in other 
places as well. But we won’t stack the questions. 





WELFARE REFORM 


Q. Mr. President, now that welfare reform appears to 
be dead, or at least going, on Capitol Hill, I am wonder- 
ing, if after all this, you still support the principle implicit 
in H.R. 1 of the minimum income assistance for poor 
families and whether you would push for that principle in 
a second term? 

Tue Preswent. The answer is yes to both questions. 
As far as welfare reform generally is concerned, the Senate 
yet has not completed its actions, its consideration. The 
problem with the Roth amendment, of the test, is that it 
lacks the trigger device and it means you would start all 
over again. 

The one point, however, that I want to emphasize with 
regard to welfare reform, the program that we have pre- 
sented for welfare reform, with its strong work require- 
ments and with its assistance to the working poor, with the 
purpose of providing a bridge and an incentive for them 
to get off of welfare and into work, from a fiscal stand- 
point, stretches the budget as far as it can be stretched. We 
can’t add anything to it. 

And, from the standpoint of the amount to be pro- 
vided, it goes as far as it should go, and I would oppose 
any program that would add more people to the welfare 


rolls, millions more, as would all three of the programs ad- 
vocated by our opponents, whichever one you want to 
pick. I would oppose any program that would add more to 
the welfare rolls than H.R. 1. 

What we need are programs that will move toward 
moving people off of welfare and not raising the ante so 
that people are encouraged to go on it. 

So, I would take H.R. 1. I would very greatly strengthen 
the work requirements in it. If the Senate and the House, 
as appears possible now, not certain, I hope not certain, 
fail to act, we will grapple with it in the new term and 
try to get the support for it. 


ScHooL BusiInc 


Q. Mr. President, there is an anti-busing bill on the 
Senate calendar that I believe you support. Its passage is 
problematical, as I understand it. If it is not passed, I 
wonder if you would support a constitutional amend- 
ment? 

Tue Present. I have indicated that, first, I am 
against busing. This is, of course, one of those clear-cut 
issues in this campaign. When people wonder what 
they are: I am against amnesty. I am against busing. I am 
against massive increases in spending that would require a 
tax increase. I am against cutting our defenses by $30 bil- 
lion, which would make us second to the Soviet Union. 

I am for the domestic proposals that I set forth in such 
great detail in the ’72 State of the Union, and that, inci- 
dentally, Mr. Semple, you recall, was in it. I endorsed all 
of those. Those are part of the program for the future, 
health, government reorganization, welfare reform and the 
rest and we hope to have a Congress that will be more 
responsive in getting them through. 

Now, the question of what to do about busing is now 
right in the Congress’ lap. If the Congress fails to act in a 
way that provides some relief from these excessive busing 
orders that have caused racial strife, and primarily in 
Northern cities as distinguished from Southern cities, then 
I intend to find another way. 

There are two ways we can go: With a new Congress, 
which might be very much more responsive on this issue 
after they have found out what people think on the hust- 
ings, with a new Congress we might get very quick action 
on the legislative front. That I would prefer. 

If we cannot get Congress to act on the legislative front, 
then we would have to move on the constitutional amend- 
ment front. 

I would point out that, however, the legislative front 
is preferable and also easier, and quicker, because it re- 
quires only a majority and not a two-thirds and also can 
move quickly on the issue. 

So, if we don’t get it now, we will go for it as a matter 
of the highest priority in the first session of the next 
Congress. 

FRANK Cormier (Associated Press). Thank you, sir. 
NOTE: President Nixon’s twenty-eighth news conference was held at 


11:04 a.m. on Thursday, October 5, 1972, in his Oval Office at the 
White House. 
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Employment of Vietnam Veterans 


The President’s Memorandum to the Heads of Executive 
Departments and Agencies. October 5, 1972 


As we continue to wind down this Nation’s participa- 
tion in the Vietnam conflict, increasing numbers of our 
veterans are returning home and entering the labor mar- 
ket. They have done their part and now need our help in 
making the transition back into the civilian economy. 

Education and employment are their most immediate 
priorities. As a responsible employer, the Government 
must continue to use every means available to meet the 
needs of those who have served their country. 

I am resolved that no returning veteran will be turned 
away from lack of zeal on our part. Many Federal officials 
have done an exemplary job in employing veterans when- 
ever possible, even though employment opportunities have 
diminished. I want you to ensure that all managers, super- 
visors, and personnel officials in your organization accept, 
as a personal challenge and obligation, the responsibility 
for extending maximum job opportunities to returning 
veterans. 

Veterans preference granted by law provides opportu- 
nities for hiring returning veterans. The Veterans Read- 
justment Appointment which I authorized in March, 
1970, provides an excellent additional avenue. But we 
must pursue with skill and determination every conceiva- 
ble approach including the splitting of full-time jobs. 

The Chairman of the Civil Service Commission will 
continue to provide leadership and guidance on employ- 
ment of the returning veterans within the Federal Govern- 
ment and the Secretary of Labor will continue to direct 
our efforts on their behalf. Those who have given so much 
of themselves will not be forgotten. 

RicHarp Nixon 


UNESCO General Conference 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
Representatives and Alternate Representatives 
of the United States to the 17th Sessionin 
Paris. October 5, 1972 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate five persons to be Representatives and five persons to 
be Alternate Representatives of the United States to the 
17th Session of the General Conference of the United Na- 
tions Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization. 
The UNESCO General Conference session will be held in 
Paris from October 17 to November 18, 1972. 

The nominees for the position of Representative are: 
Witu1am B. Jones, of Los Angeles, Calif.; Deputy Assistant Secre- 


tary, Bureau of Educational and Cultural Affairs, Department 
of State, Washington, D.C. 


R. Miter Upton, of Beloit, Wis.; president, Beloit College, Beloit, 
Wis. 

Louise Gore, of Rockville, Md.; U.S. Member of the UNESCO 
Executive Board 


Jaquetin H. Hume, of San Francisco, Calif. ; president and director, 
Basic Vegetable Products, Inc., San Francisco, Calif. 


BENJAMIN F. Marsu, of Maumee, Ohio; partner, law firm of Doyle, 
Lewis and Warner, Toledo, Ohio, and solicitor, City of Maumee, 
Ohio 

The nominees for the position of Alternate Representa- 
tive are: 


E. Dorotuy Dann Buttock, of Canton, Pa.; member, board of 
directors and executive committee, National Federation of 
Music Clubs 


Henry Davm, of Washington, D.C. ; executive secretary, Division of 
Behavioral Sciences, National Academy of Sciences, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 


Pierre R. Granwam, of Evanston, Ill.; Permanent U.S. Representa- 
tive to UNESCO, Paris 


James C. Haanre, of Park Rapids, Minn.; Agency Director of 
UNESCO, Bureau of International Organization Affairs, De- 
partment of State, Washington, D.C. 


Cuauncy D. Harris, of Chicago, IIll.; director, Center for Interna- 
tional Studies, University of Chicago, Chicago, IIl. 


The President will also designate Mr. Jones as Chair- 
man of the U.S. Delegation and Mr. Upton as Vice Chair- 
man of the U.S. Delegation. 


Miss Gore was a U.S. Representative to the 16th Ses- 
sion of the UNESCO General Conference in Paris in 
1970, and Mr. Upton and Mr. Graham were Alternate 
U.S. Representatives. 


General Advisory Committee to the 
Atomic Energy Commission 


Announcement of Appointment of Four Members 
of the Committee. October 6, 1972 


The President today announced the appointment of 
four persons to be members of the General Advisory 
Committee to the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission. They 
are: 


For the remainder of the term expiring August 1, 1976: 

Evans Haywarp, of Bethesda, Md., physicist, National Bureau of 
Standards Center for Radiation Research, Bethesda, Md. She 
replaces William Webster, deceased. 

For a term expiring August 1, 1978: 

Husert Herrner, of Stanford, Calif., chairman, department of 
applied physics, and professor of applied physics and electrical 
engineering, Stanford University, Stanford, Calif. He replaces 
Jane H. Hall whose term has expired. 

MicHaEL M. May, of Pleasanton, Calif., associate director, 
Lawrence Radiation Laboratory, University of California, 
Livermore, Calif. He replaces Norman F. Ramsey, Jr., whose 
term has expired. 

Wa ter H. Zinn, of Dunedin Beach, Fla., retired vice president of 
Combustion Engineering, Inc., and former director of Argonne 
National Laboratory and Manhattan Project physicist. He re- 
places Edwin L. Goldwasser whose term has expired. 
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The General Advisory Committee to the Atomic Energy 
Commission was established in 1946 to advise the Com- 
mission on scientific and technical matters relating to 
materials, production, research, and development. The 
Committee consists of nine members appointed by the 
President for terms of 6 years. Mr. Howard G. Vesper 
currently serves as Chairman. 


Advisory Panel on South Asian 
Relief Assistance 


Exchange of Letters Between the President and Four 
Members of the Panel Following Their Visit to 
Bangladesh. October 6, 1972 


October 5, 1972 
Dear (Member's Name): 

I deeply appreciate the time and thought that you and 
the other members of the Advisory Panel on South Asian 
Relief Assistance have devoted over the past year to our 
emergency economic assistance programs in South Asia. 
The perspective and insight which all of you have brought 
to your continuing review of these programs have been 
of great value to us. 

Your reflections concerning your first-hand observa- 
tions in Bangladesh are most gratifying. It has been my 
objective throughout this difficult period in South Asia 
to assure that, at a minimum, the absence of the essen- 
tials of life would not further heighten the tension that 
already existed there. I recognized in 1971 and I recog- 
nize now that making available the economic necessities 
cannot by itself assure peace or peaceful development. 
These objectives can ultimately be achieved only in a 
stable political environment and only when neighbors 
have enough confidence in one another so that normal 
relationships can be established across their borders. 

At the same time, the United States could not and 
cannot ignore the needs and the aspirations of the more 
than 700 million South Asians. Our effort to join other 
nations in meeting the most urgent needs of those who 
live in this area has reflected not only our compassion 
for them in their distress but also our recognition that 
an orderly society depends on the capacity of govern- 
ments to “promote the general welfare.” 

Again, my warmest thanks for your help. 

Sincerely, 
RicHarp Nixon 


Dacca, Bangladesh 
September 8, 1972 
Dear Mr. President: 
The undersigned members of your Advisory Panel on 
South Asian Relief Assistance have recently completed 
an intensive visit to Bangladesh. We hereby submit our 


views and conclusions derived from many visits and 
conversations. We have met with Ministers, officials and 
private citizens of Bangladesh, with United Nations offi- 
cials, with representatives of American voluntary agencies 
and with members of the U.S. Mission. These conversa- 
tions were supplemented by field trips. 

The emergency aid to Bangladesh since its independ- 
ence struck us forcefully as a truly superb example of 
the traditional American response to the need of people 
in deep distress. The American people, in giving through 
the Government, the United Nations and voluntary 
agencies, one-third of a total world-wide relief effort of 
approximately $800 million to rescue a new country half 
way around the world—more than any other country— 
have once again been true to their inheritance. 

This humanitarian effort has contributed significantly 
toward helping this new, war-torn country and its Gov- 
ernment under Prime Minister Sheikh Mujibur Rahman 
to make the painful transition to independence. We be- 
lieve that the Prime Minister and his colleagues are aware 
of that fact. 

We should like to record our conviction that the mobi- 
lized efforts and resources of the world have forestalled 
a major famine. The United Nations, through the Secre- 
tary General’s appeals last year and this and through its 
operations in the field, has played a major role in this 
achievement. The performance of the UN has justified 
the United States in deciding, after we had seen the dan- 
ger, that the UN could play such a role and our deter- 
mination to help it do so effectively. 

The newly emerging nation of Bangladesh is facing 
an extremely complex range of human problems. Cer- 
tainly the potential for catastrophic suffering is unparal- 
leled in modern history. But the end of the present crisis 
appears to be approaching. Unless another natural dis- 
aster should strike, Bangladesh should, by the spring of 
1973, be emerging from the relief stage and launched 
upon a period of reconstruction and development. The 
United Nations coordinating organization, UNROD 
(United Nations Relief Operation, Dacca), is expecting 
to turn over its major responsibilities to the Government 
of Bangladesh next spring and to leave to the regular UN 
agencies tasks such as they have traditionally undertaken 
in this and other developing countries. 

Bangladesh is now turning to a new task in a new set 
of circumstances. Serious problems will unquestionably 
arise and there will be many hard decisions to make. We 
believe that the United States can contribute to this 
difficult—even dangerous—transition in a number of use- 
ful ways. We shall spell out our suggestions in some 
detail in a report to Mr. Maurice J. Williams, your Co- 
ordinator for U.S. Humanitarian Assistance for South 
Asia. 

Our visit has underlined for us the importance of your 
request for $100 million of grant aid for Bangladesh for 
the current fiscal year and the necessity that the Con- 
gress act favorably upon that request. We urge that, in 
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addition, appropriate amounts of PL-480 foodstuffs be 
earmarked for Bangladesh. 

From the observation of the performance of the re- 
markably vigorous staff—all in their early thirties—of 
the A.I.D. office in Dacca, we are confident that these 
funds will be imaginatively and effectively used. 

We believe on the basis of preliminary projections we 
have seen that the proposals for fiscal 1974 will set forth 
the basis for an effective development program for 
Bangladesh. 

We wish to express our appreciation of the opportunity 
you have given us to serve you in an endeavor that reflects 
great credit on our country and its humanitarian 
traditions. 

Faithfully yours, 
JEANNE R. FERST 
GLEN Haypon 
JosePx E. JoHNsSON 
MaxweELL Rass 


Advisory Council for Minority 
Enterprise 


Announcement of Appointment of 59 Members. 
October 6, 1972 


The President today announced the appointment of 59 
persons as members of the Advisory Council for Minority 
Enterprise for terms of 2 years. Twenty-two of these mem- 
bers are being reappointed. The President is also desig- 
nating W. W. Keeler to serve as Chairman of the Council. 
He succeeds Sam E. Wyly, whose term has expired. 
Berkeley G. Burrell is being redesignated as Vice Chair- 
man of the Council. The appointees are: 


W. W. Kee er, of Bartlesville, Okla., chairman and chief execu- 
tive officer, Phillips Petroleum Co., Bartlesville, Okla. Mr. 
Keeler is being reappointed. 

Epwarp B. Bivens, of Kansas City, Mo., director urban affairs, 
Hallmark Cards, Kansas City, Mo. He succeeds William M. 
Batten, whose term has expired. 

Joseru Brack, of Phoenix, Ariz., vice president, special markets, 
the Greyhound Corporation, Phoenix, Ariz. He succeeds John 
Belindo, whose term has expired. 

Ricwarp A. Bianp, of San Diego, Calif., real estate broker, Bland 
Realty Company, San Diego, Calif. He succeeds Herman Bevis, 
whose term has expired. 

Darwin W. Boxpen, of New York, N.Y., national executive direc- 
tor, Interracial Council for Business Opportunity, New York, 
N.Y. Mr. Bolden is being reappointed. 

Tuomas E. Boyte, of Akron, Ohio, president, International Chem- 
ical Workers Union, Akron, Ohio. He succeeds Robert Beyer, 
whose term has expired. 

Donavp G. Brown, of Oklahoma City, Okla., section chief, equal 
employment opportunity, Western Electric, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. He succeeds Rawn Brinkley, whose term has expired. 

Dr. James L. Buckner, of Chicago, IIl., dentist, Chicago, Ill. He 
succeeds Robert A. Brooks, whose term has expired. 

Lester A. Burcuam, of Hartsdale, N.Y., president, F. W. Wool- 
worth Company, New York, N.Y. Mr. Burcham is being re- 

appointed. 


BerkeELey G. Burret, of Washington, D.C., president, National 
Business League, Washington, D.C. Mr. Burrell is being re- 
appointed. 

Donap Catac, of Escondido, Calif., assistant director, American 
Indian Career Center, San Diego, Calif. He succeeds Rafael 
Carrion, Jr., whose term has expired. 

Dante. T. Carrot, of Winnetka, IIl., executive vice president and 
director, Gould, Inc., Chicago, Ill. He succeeds John H. Clay, 
whose term has expired. 

Frank C. Casixas, of Downers Grove, IIl., vice president, business 
development and planning, Bunker Ramo Corporation, Oak 
Brook, Ill. He succeeds C. L. Dellums, whose term has expired. 

Georce P. K. Cuno, of Winnetka, IIl., director, corporate plan- 
ning and development, Swift and Company, Chicago, Ill. He 
succeeds H. Naylor Fitzhugh, whose term has expired. 

Witue D. Davis, of Palo Verdes Peninsula, Calif., president and 
owner, Willie Davis Distributors, Los Angeles, Calif., and for- 
mer professional football player. He succeeds J. Robert Fluor, 
whose term has expired. 

Rosert O. DEH Lenporr II, of West Atherton, Calif., president 
and chief executive officer, Arcata National Corporation, Menlo 
Park, Calif. Mr. Dehlendorf is being reappointed. 

Ricuarp T. Dexcapo, of San Antonio, Tex., optometrist, self- 
employed, San Antonio, Tex. He succeeds Joseph W. Goodloe, 
whose term has expired. 

Pepro DE Mesones, of Brooklyn, N.Y., special assistant to the 
deputy commissioner, Community Development Agency, Human 
Resources Administration, New York, N.Y. He succeeds Paul 
D. Grady, whose term has expired. 

Water W. DuruaM, of Dallas, Tex., president, Mesbic Financial 
Corporation of Dallas. 

Ricuarp V. Fricke, of Leawood, Kans., senior consultant, Law- 
rence-Leiter & Company, Kansas City, Mo. He succeeds Don- 
ald M. Graham, whose term has expired. 

Juiian Garcia, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., president, New Mexico 
Automobile Dealers Association, Albuquerque, N. Mex. He 
succeeds Walter A. Haas, Jr., whose term has expired. 

Ricuarp C. GERSTENBERG, of Bloomfield Hills, Mich., chairman 
of the board, General Motors Corporation, Detroit, Mich. He 
succeeds John H. Johnson, whose term has expired. 

SanT1aco Grevi, of Bronx, N.Y., State commissioner for the con- 
trol of drug addiction, New York, N.Y. He succeeds Samuel 
C. Johnson, whose term has expired. 

W. P. GuLianper, of Bronxville, N.Y., president, National Associ- 
ation of Manufacturers, New York, N.Y. Mr. Gullander is being 
reappointed. 

Davin B. Harper, of Detroit, Mich., president, First Independence 
National Bank, Detroit, Mich. He succeeds Jenkin L. Jones, 
whose term has expired. 

Howarp L. Haynes, of Louisville, Ky., general organizer, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Teamsters, Louisville, Ky. He succeeds 
Sam Wyly, whose term has expired. 

Davip B. Hertz, of New York, N.Y., director, McKinsey & Com- 
pany, Inc., New York, N.Y. Mr. Hertz is being reappointed. 

Tue Most Rev. Francis T. Hurzey, Auxiliary Bishop of Juneau, 
Juneau, Alaska. Bishop Hurley is being reappointed. 

BENJAMIN IcurNosE, of Hillsborough, Calif., orthodontist, Benjamin 
Ichinose Dental Corporation, San Francisco, Calif. He suc- 
ceeds Peter Kiewit, whose term has expired. 

Pau A. Jounston, of Chapel Hill, N.C., president and chief 
operating officer, Glen Alden Corporation, New York, N.Y. 
Mr. Johnston is being reappointed. 

Frank E. Jupy, of Sacramento, Calif., owner, Agricultural Chem- 
icals, Inc., Walnut Grove, Calif. He succeeds Donald Mac- 
Naughton, whose term has expired. 

Rosert P. Ker, of East Williston, N.Y., president, the Advertis- 
ing Council, New York, N.Y. Mr. Keim is being reappointed. 

Rosert J. Keyes, of Sacramento, Calif., assistant for community 
relations, Office of the Governor, Sacramento, Calif. He suc- 
ceeds J. Willard Marriott, whose term has expired. 

Jor W. Kirven, of Dallas, Tex., president, ABCO Building Main- 
tenance Company, Dallas, Tex. Mr. Kirven is being reappointed. 

Nataie S. Lane, of Chicago, IIl., director, National Urban Affairs 
Program, Booz, Allen & Hamilton, Inc., Washington, D.C. She 
replaces H. C. McClellan, whose term has expired. 
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Joun Lawuer, of Briar Cliff Manor, N.Y., administrative vice 
president, American Institute of Certified Public Accountants, 
New York, N.Y. Mr. Lawler is being reappointed. 

STerHEN K. Loutg, of San Francisco, Calif., real estate broker, San 
Francisco, Calif. He succeeds Robert B. McKersie, whose term 
has expired. 

Bossy Brown Lyte, of Dallas, Tex., acting dean and assistant pro- 
fessor, School of Business Administration, Southern Methodist 
University, Dallas, Tex. He succeeds Alex P. Mercure, whose 
term has expired. 

Cuarues F. McArez, of Wichita, Kans., architect and planner. He 
succeeds G. William Miller, whose term has expired. 

Tue Rev. ArtHur MarsHa tt, Jr., of St. Louis, Mo., bishop Met- 
ropolitan A.M.E. Zion Church, St. Louis, Mo. Reverend Mar- 
shall is being reappointed. 

Avsert C. Meyer, of Ashland, Calif., retired senior vice president, 
Bank of America, Los Angeles, Calif. Mr. Meyer is being 
reappointed. 

CaTHERINE L. Montcomery, of San Diego, Calif., Fair Employ- 
ment Practices Commissioner, State of California, San Diego, 
Calif. She replaces A. C. Nielsen, Jr., whose term has expired. 

Joun R. Montcomery III, of Winnetka, IIl., president, Lakeside 
Bank, Chicago, Ill. He succeeds H. Bruce Palmer, whose term 
has expired. 

Curnton Morrison, of Wayzata, Minn., chairman of the trust 
committee and director, First National Bank of Minneapolis, 
Minneapolis, Minn. Mr. Morrison is being reappointed. 

Henry C. Pepro, of Staten Island, N.Y., former executive director, 
Staten Island Community Corporation. He succeeds A. Law- 
rence Parker, whose term has expired. 

LawreENce §S. Pui uips, of New York, N.Y., president, Phillips-Van 
Heusen Corporation, New York, N.Y. Mr. Phillips is being 
reappointed. 

Epwarp B. Rust, of Bloomington, IIl., president, State Farm In- 
surance Group, Bloomington, Ill. Mr. Rust is being reappointed. 

Hirary SAnpovat, Jr., of El Paso, Tex., president, Sandoval News 
Service, El Paso, Tex. He succeeds Samuel R. Pierce, Jr., whose 
term has expired. 

WILuiAM MILton Smit, of Mobile, Ala., bishop, African Meth- 
odist Episcopal Zion Church, Mobile, Ala. He succeeds James 
M. Roche, whose term has expired. 

Tue Rev. Dr. Leon H. Suttivan, of Philadelphia, Pa., chairman, 
Opportunities Industrialization Center, and pastor, Zion Bap- 
tist Church, Philadelphia, Pa. Dr. Sullivan is being reappointed. 

MitcHe i Svirniworr, of New York, N.Y., vice president, Division of 
National Affairs, Ford Foundation, New York, N.Y. Mr. Sviri- 
doff is being reappointed. 

Hon. WiiuiaM S. THompson, of Washington, D.C., Associate Judge, 
Superior Court of the District of Columbia. Judge Thompson 
is being reappointed. 

Mitton J. Wuire, of Atlanta, Ga., president, Empire Investment 
Enterprise, and principal, Jessie Mae Jones Elementary School, 
Atlanta, Ga. He succeeds Charles G. Rodman, whose term has 
expired. 

Dr. Cuartes Witson, of Pacific Palisades, Calif., vice chancellor- 
academic programs, University of California at Los Angeles. 
He succeeds Nicolas M. Salgo whose term has expired. 

Kenprick R. Witson, Jr., of South Norwalk, Conn., chairman 
and chief executive officer, Avco Corporation, New York, N.Y. 
Mr. Wilson is being reappointed. 

Nancy Witson, of Palos Verdes, Calif., entertainer, Los Angeles, 
Calif. She succeeds Herbert Silverman, whose term has expired. 

Artuur M. Woon, of San Marino, Calif., president, Sears, Roebuck 
& Company, Los Angeles, Calif. Mr. Wood is being reappointed. 

James E. Woopson, of Topeka, Kans., attorney, private practice, 
Topeka, Kans. He succeeds John Gerald Simon, whose term 
has expired. 

Harpinc Youna, of Atlanta, Ga., professor of management, Georgia 
State University, Atlanta, Ga. He succeeds Donald S. Slaiman, 
whose term has expired. 


The Advisory Council for Minority Enterprise was 
established by Executive order of March 5, 1969. Its pur- 
pose is to advise the Secretary of Commerce on develop- 





ments in the public and private sector affecting the growth 
of minority business enterprise. The Council is also de- 
signed to aid in the coordination of Federal, State, and 
local efforts to strengthen minority business. 


Disaster Assistance for Virginia 


Announcement of Disaster Declaration and 
Authorization of Federal Assistance Following 
Storms and Flooding. October 7, 1972 


The President today declared a major disaster for the 
State of Virginia as a result of severe storms and flooding, 
beginning on September 20 which caused extensive dam- 
age to public and private property in the Hampton Roads 
area. The President’s action will permit the use of Federal 
funds in relief and recovery efforts. 

Preliminary Federal estimates of damages to public 
and private property in the flooded areas exceed $9,500,- 
000. Disaster assistance from the President’s Disaster 
Fund will consist primarily of the repair and restoration 
of public facilities. Long-term, low-interest rate disaster 
loans under the recently enacted Public Law 92-385 will 
be made available by the Small Business Administration. 
The Hampton Roads area also suffered damage to pub- 
lic and private property as a result of Tropical Storm Agnes 
in June of this year. 

Federal relief activities in Virginia are being coordi- 
nated by the President’s Office of Emergency Prepared- 
ness. Disaster specialists from OEP’s Region 3 office in 
Philadelphia, Pa., have been in the area working under 
Francis X. Carney, Regional Director. Mr. Carney will 
be designated as the Federal Coordinating Officer to work 
with the State in providing Federal disaster assistance 
under Public Law 91-606. 


National Legal Secretaries’ Court 
Observance Week 


Proclamation 4162. October 7, 1972 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


Secretaries to lawyers and judges play an important 
role in our judicial system, providing competent, dedi- 
cated and loyal service to the leaders of the bar. 

Many legal secretaries, however, have never visited 
a court and observed justice in action. In order that they 
may have an opportunity to do so, and in the belief that 
such visits can further a legal secretary’s understanding, 
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interest, and efficiency in her work, the Congress, by 
House Joint Resolution 807, has requested the President 
to designate the second full week in October, 1972, as 
National Legal Secretaries’ Court Observance Week. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, RicHArD Nixon, President of the 
United States of America, do hereby designate the week 
beginning October 8, 1972, as National Legal Secreta- 
ries’ Court Observance Week. I call upon the people of 
the United States, particularly the legal community, to 
observe that week with appropriate ceremonies and 
activities. 

In Wrrness WueErEOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
this seventh day of October, in the year of our Lord 
nineteen hundred seventy-two, and of the Independence 
of the United States of America the one hundred ninety- 
seventh. 

RicHarp Nixon 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 11:34 a.m., 
October 10, 1972] 


National School Lunch Week, 1972 
Proclamation 4163. October 7, 1972 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 

The National School Lunch Program, now in its 
twenty-sixth year, has become one of the Nation’s most 
important programs for safeguarding the health and well- 
being of America’s children. 

Last year some 25 million children shared nearly four 
billion lunches served in their schools. Of these, nearly one- 
third were needy youngsters who were fed without 
charge. 

This program has expanded at such a rapid rate—to- 
day it is nearly two and one-half times as large as it was 
three years ago—that we can now foresee the day when 
the hunger gap will be closed across America. 

Through the efforts of local, State, and Federal agen- 
cies and private groups and organizations, children in 
over 82,000 schools now can buy a nutritious lunch at low 
cost—or enjoy a free lunch. 

In recognition of the fact that the National School 
Lunch Program involves a community effort, dependent 
upon the interest and support of citizens, the Congress, by 
a joint resolution of October 9, 1962, designated the week 
beginning on the second Sunday of October each year as 
National Schoo] Lunch Week, and requested the Presi- 
dent to issue annually a proclamation for the observance 
of that week. 

Now, THEREFoRE, I, RicHarp Nixon, President of the 
United States of America, do hereby urge the people of 
the United States to observe the week of October 8, 1972, 
as National School Lunch Week, to give special and de- 


served recognition to the role of good nutrition in building 
a stronger America through its youth. 

In Witness WHeEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
this seventh day of October, in the year of our Lord nine- 
teen hundred seventy-two, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the one hundred ninety- 
seventh. 

RicHarp NIxon 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 11:34 a.m., 
October 10, 1972] 


Drug Abuse Prevention Week 


Proclamation 4164. October 7, 1972 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 


Ordinary modes of expression scarcely do justice to 
outrage. The enormous human tragedy of drug abuse 
gives pause to our customary gesture of setting aside seven 
days a year for intensified concern with this or that so- 
cial problem. More than a problem, narcotics and danger- 
ous drugs are a grave emergency threatening each and 
all of us. 

Drug Abuse Prevention Week, therefore, is but one 
more occasion to redouble our war against this enemy, 
to take stock of large victories won in a short time, iden- 
tify areas of continuing concern and target more resources 
on them. 

The first lesson America has had to learn is that drug 
abuse prevention, all abstractions aside, is a matter of sav- 
ing lives: our children’s, our neighbors’, our own, our 
Nation’s. Heroin addicts, as many as half a million of 
them, need all the help we can give them; so do count- 
less others who abuse pills of every sort, hallucinogen: 
and marijuana. 

That help is now on the way. The glamorization of 
drugs has been halted. The full power of government has 
been mobilized to provide rehabilitation and treatment, 
to enforce the laws, to pinch off opium and other drug 
sources all over the world. Medical research has been 
stepped up. Our schools, our churches, and our com- 
munications media are pushing preventive educational 
campaigns. 

With national heroin shortages now developing, with 
more and more addicts seeking treatment, and with the 
steady resurgence of those moral and spiritual strengths 
which are a people’s ultimate defense against drug abuse, 
we can find good reason to be hopeful for the future. 
But even one person addicted or led into drug abuse is 
one too many, and we shall not have discharged our hu- 
mane duty until all are rescued from this plague. In this 
spirit let us press forward. 
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Now, THEREFORE, I, RicHarp Nixon, President of 
the United States of America, do hereby designate the 
week beginning October 15, 1972, as the third annual 
Drug Abuse Prevention Week. 

I call upon officials at every level of government, upon 
educators, medical professionals, and communicators, 
upon the business community and the civic groups of 
our Nation, upon the churches and the clergy, and upon 
all who bear the special trusts of parenthood and care of 
the young, to rededicate themselves during this week to 
the total banishment of drug abuse from American life. 

I urge every American to commit himself wholeheart- 
edly, beginning now, to this supremely important humani- 
tarian cause. 

In Witness WHereor, I have hereunto set my hand 
this seventh day of October, in the year of our Lord nine- 
teen hundred seventy-two, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the one hundred ninety- 
seventh. 

RicHarp Nixon 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 11:34 a.m., 
October 10, 1972] 


Committee Management 
Executive Order 11686. October 7, 1972 


I have approved the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
which provides standards for the establishment, opera- 
tion, termination, and control of advisory committees, 
assigns responsibility for the performance of those func- 
tions, and requires the submission of an annual report 
to the Congress concerning the administration of the act. 
The provisions of the act, in effect, supersede and replace 
the committee management standards and procedures set 
forth in Executive Order No. 11671 which I issued on 
June 5, 1972. 

Now, THEREFORE, by virtue of the authority vested 
in me by the Federal Advisory Committee Act (herein- 
after referred to as the act), section 301 of title 3 of the 
United States Code, and as President of the United States, 
it is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1. The heads of all executive departments and 
agencies shall take appropriate action to assure their abil- 
ity to comply with the provisions of the act. 

Sec. 2. The Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget shall: 

(1) perform, or designate, from time to time, other 
officers of the Federal Government to perform, without 
the approval, ratification, or other action of the Presi- 
dent, the functions vested in the President by the act, ex- 
cept the function of making the annual reports to the 
Congress required by section 6(c) of the act; 

(2) prepare for the consideration of the President the 
annual reports to the Congress required by section 6(c) 
of the act; and 


(3) prescribe administrative guidelines and manage- 
ment controls for advisory committees composed wholly 
of full-time officers or employees of the Federal Govern- 
ment (inter-agency committees not subject to the provi- 
sions of the act), as well as for advisory committees 
covered by the act. 

Sec. 3. Section 8(4) of Executive Order No. 11671 of 
June 5, 1972, is hereby revoked and the remainder of 
that order shall be deemed to be superseded effective as 
of the expiration of ninety days following the date of my 
approval of the act. 

RicHarp Nixon 
The White House, 
October 7, 1972. 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 11:35 a.m., 
October 10, 1972} 


Federal Spending 


The President’s Address on Nationwide Radio From 
Camp David. October 7, 1972 


Good afternoon. 


I want to talk with you today about an issue that strikes 
directly at every pocketbook and every savings account 
in America, the clear and present danger that excessive 
spending by the Congress might cause a Congressional tax 
increase in 1973. 

When the Congress votes to increase spending above 
the Federal budget, there are only two alternatives: either 
taxes will go up or a new surge of inflation will begin 
and prices will go up. 

I am totally opposed to either of these bad choices. I 
oppose higher taxes, and I oppose higher prices. My 
budget will not require higher taxes. It will not cause 
higher prices. 

I shall fight every attempt by the Congress to bust that 
budget, because a big spending spree by the Congress will 
have only one result, a hangover of higher taxes or higher 
prices for every working family in America. 

No goal and no program has any higher priority with 
me than protecting our people’s growing purchasing 
power, and when taxes or prices go up, purchasing power 
goes down. 

In order to clamp a lid on Congressional spending, 
I have proposed a 1973 spending ceiling of $250 billion, 
a proposal that will be voted on by the Congress next 
week. 

Let me lay it on the line in clear and unmistakable 
terms. A vote against the spending ceiling could prove 
to be a vote for higher taxes. A vote for the spending 
ceiling will clearly be a vote against higher taxes. 

This spending ceiling should get the active support 
of every American concerned with avoiding higher taxes 
or higher prices, It should be approved. 
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But if the spending ceiling is not passed, I still have 
one weapon left, the Presidential veto. And I will not 
hesitate to use that weapon on behalf of the American 
taxpayer. I will veto even bills whose purposes I agree 
with, if I conclude that the price tags of those bills are so 
high that they will lead to tax increases. 

I consider the battle against higher prices and higher 
taxes to be the major domestic issue of this Presidential 
campaign. The issue is clear. I am holding spending in a 
range not requiring a tax increase now or over the next 4 
years. I will not make any promises in this campaign that 
would require a tax increase now or in the future. 

Our opponents in their platform, in their campaign 
promises, are committed to huge new spending programs 
that would add $100 billion to the budget and would re- 
quire the largest tax increase in America’s history. The 
major burden of those increased taxes would fall on Amer- 
ica’s 82 million wage earners. 

My goal is not only no tax increase in 1973 but no tax 
increase in the next 4 years. 

To achieve this, we must put a tax-proof ceiling on 
spending now and we must be sure there are no holes in 
that ceiling. To buy now and pay later would be the sure 
road to higher taxes or higher prices, or both. 

Another reason this spending ceiling is needed is to 
enable us to fulfill our firm commitment to provide relief 
from property taxes. When property tax relief comes, and 
it will come if the Congress cooperates with me now on 
harnessing runaway spending, the first to receive relief 
will be those who most need it. 

Today there are more than 1 million retired Americans 
over 65. They live in their own homes with an income of 
less than $2,000 a year. They pay an average from $300 to 
$700 of that $2,000 in property taxes. To allow that to 
happen to Americans who have worked all their lives to 
build this great country and to earn their retirement is a 
national disgrace. 

Relief for those Americans is going to be a first order 
of business in our next Federal budget. It has been charged 
by some prominent economists that a tax increase in 1973 
is unavoidable. 

I disagree. There is nothing desirable and nothing in- 
evitable about a tax increase in 1973 or beyond. But while 
a President can promise there will be no tax increase, as 
I have, he can keep that promise only if the Congress co- 
operates with him in holding down spending. 

I do not point the finger of blame at the Members of 
Congress as individuals. As one who once proudly served 
in both the House and Senate, I know how hard it is for 
the Congress to join with the President in achieving a goal 
which is so much in the interest of every American family. 

But, let’s face it, the Congress suffers from institu- 
tional faults when it comes to Federal spending. In our 
economy, the President is required by law to operate with- 
in the discipline of his budget, just as most American fami- 
lies must operate within the discipline of their budget. 

Both the President and a family must consider total 
income and total out-go when they take a look at some 


new item which would involve spending additional 
money. They must take into account their total financial 
situation as they make each and every spending decision. 

In the Congress, however, it is vastly different. Con- 
gress not only does not consider the total financial picture 
when it votes on a particular spending bill, it does not 
even contain a mechanism to do so if it wished. 

This is why the spending ceiling vote next week will be 
so critical to every family in America. The spending ceil- 
ing will give the Congress what it needs to bring order 
to its spending decisions and for the Congress to become 
a partner, rather than an opponent in the fight against 
higher taxes and against higher prices. 

Congress works largely through committees and sub- 
committees. There are more than 300 of these committees 
and subcommittees. Each is an independent world of its 
own, specializing in one or more fields of activity. For ex- 
ample, one committee handles urban matters, another 
farm programs, still another public works programs. These 
300 committees and subcommittees authorize spending 
for their favorite programs without direct regard for what 
the others are doing. Other committees appropriate the 
actual money for these programs and still other commit- 
tees have the responsibility of raising the taxes to pay for 
the programs. 

Since most programs have some attractive features, it 
is easy for the committees and the Congress itself to ap- 
prove them one at a time simply because the one program 
then up for decision would advance a worthy goal. But 
no one individual or committee in the Congress is officially 
charged with keeping track of the totals involved in all of 
this. 

The Congress, thus, has no sure way of knowing 
whether or when its many separate decisions are contribut- 
ing to inflation and higher prices, or possibly to higher 
taxes. 

The Congress operates the way a family would if all 
of the individual family members went out on their own, 
spent what they wanted or signed up for long-term pay- 
ments for things they desired, without regard to what 
other members of the family were spending and without 
regard to the total income of the family and the total 
of the bills all of the members of the family were running 
up on their own. 

And that is why I am calling for a rigid spending ceil- 
ing for fiscal year 1973, so that we can make certain 
that Federal spending does not exceed $250 billion and 
thus does not contribute to higher prices or generate an 
urgent need for higher taxes. 

People of good will can disagree over spending priori- 
ties, but if the Congress wishes to increase spending in 
one area, then it must be prepared either to reduce it in 
another area or to include higher taxes if we are to 
escape more inflation. 


But the Congress is not meeting this responsibility. I 
do not make this statement in any partisan sense, Both 
of our major parties have their share of big spenders and 
there are responsible Democrats as well as responsible 
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Republicans serving on the appropriations committees 
of the Congress, the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House, the Finance Committee of the Senate, who are as 
deeply concerned as I am about the trend toward higher 
spending and higher taxes. 

The problem is the inherent weakness in the present 
structure of the Congress as a whole to deal with this 
danger. This has been confirmed by the House Ways and 
Means Committee, which is composed of some of the most 
experienced men in the Congress and which has a ma- 
jority of 15 Democrats to 10 Republicans. 

In reporting the spending ceiling legislation to the 
House, 21 members of this committee, 11 Democrats and 
10 Republicans, included a frank discussion of the prob- 
lem the Congress has with spending control. Here is a di- 
rect quote from the Committee’s report. 

“The need for an expenditure ceiling of this type arises 
from the difficulty Congress has experienced in establish- 
ing overall program priorities. Even when it is generally 
recognized that expenditures need to be limited, the total 
expenditures actually occurring seem to keep rising, be- 
cause in a period of strong competing concepts of program 
priorities, all are accepted rather than choices being made 
among them.” 

Now that is what the Congress said, the Ways and 
Means Committee, by this overwhelming majority. 

As things now stand, most observers predict that Con- 
gress will vote billions of dollars more than my January 
budget asked. Almost without exception the programs 
being considered are for good purposes, but when you 
take them all together, they add up to an inflationary 
catastrophe or a higher tax nightmare, and I do not intend 
to let this happen. 

An example is the debate in the Congress and in this 
campaign over welfare. Our opponents have proposed in 
Congress, in their platform and in their campaign 
speeches, programs that would add millions to the 
welfare rolls and billions to the tax burden of working 
Americans. 


I have refused to compromise my welfare reform pro- 
gram to meet the demands of those who favor higher 
welfare payments. I want this Nation to be as generous 
as possible in helping those who cannot help themselves, 
but I shall always be guided by this principle: I shall 
Oppose any program which increases payments to those 
who do not work if it requires an increase in taxes for 
those who do work. If necessary, as I announced last July, 
I will continue to veto bills which call for significantly 
larger expenditures than my no-tax-increase budget. If 
those vetoes are sustained by the Congress, we can hold 
the line against higher taxes. 

But the spending ceiling would be better. It would be 
foolproof. A spending ceiling would be absolute insurance 
that no new taxes will be required and that no Federal 
spending excesses will destroy our successful anti-inflation 
program in which in this year we have cut the rate of in- 
flation in half in this country and which we now have 


in the United States the lowest rate of inflation of any 
major industrial country in the world. 

Beyond this, the new budget I am preparing for next 
year will be a no-new-tax budget. Further, to enable me 
to keep that promise, I shall make no promises in this 
campaign which would require an increase in taxes. Fed- 
eral spending can be held down and in my budgets this 
year and for the next 4 years, spending will be held down. 

But a President, any President, must have a partner 
in controlling spending, and that partner must be the 
Congress. 

My fellow Americans, this Government does not need 
any more of your income and it should not be allowed 
to take any more of your salary and your wages in taxes. 

America needs not a tax increase, but tax relief. The 
spending ceiling will get us started toward that goal. One 
quarter of a trillion dollars for 1973 is enough. 

Thank you and good afternoon. 

NoTE: The President spoke at 12:06 p.m. at Camp David, Md. The 
address was broadcast live on nationwide radio. Time for the broad- 


cast was purchased by the Finance Gommittee To Re-elect the 
President. 


Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 


Following is a listing of items of general interest which 
were announced to the press during the period covered 
by this issue but which are not carried elsewhere in the 
issue. Appointments requiring Senate approval are not 
included since they appear in the list of nominations 
submitted to the Senate, below. 

October 2 


Soviet Foreign Minister Andrei A. Gromyko met with 
the President at the White House and was the President’s 
guest at a working dinner and for an overnight stay at 
Camp David. 

The President announced the appointment of Douglas 
R. Leisz, Regional Forester, California region, United 
States Forest Service, as the nonvoting Federal repre- 
sentative to the governing board of the Tahoe Area Re- 
gional Planning Agency. He succeeds John W. Deinema, 
whose resignation was accepted by the President today. 

Ambassadors Lombo Lo Mangamanga of Zaire, Anand 
Panyarachun of Thailand, Henri Raharijaona of the 
Malagasy Republic, Lloyd White of New Zealand, Philip 
Jonathan Gbagu Palmer of Sierra Leone, Paul L. Bomani 
of Tanzania, Douglas Valmore Fletcher of Jamaica, and 
Abdoulaye Diallo of Niger presented their credentials to 
the President in ceremonies in the Blue Room at the 
White House. 


October 3 

Joe L. Matthews, newly elected National Commander 
of the American Legion, made a courtesy call on the 
President at the White House. 
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John Leyden, president of the Professional Air Traf- 
fic Controllers Organization, met with the President at 
the White House. 

The President transmitted to the Congress the annual 
report by the Office of Economic Opportunity on grantee 
annual salaries of $10,000 or more. The report covers the 
fiscal year ending on June 30, 1972. 


October 6 


Pote Sarasin, Assistant Chairman of the Thai National 
Executive Council, met with the President at the White 
House. 

Irish Foreign Minister Patrick Hillery called on the 
President at the White House. 

Dr. L. V. Booth, president of the Progressive Baptist 
Conference and a member of the board of Opportunities 


Industrialization Centers, Inc., met with the President 
at the White House. 

Dr. Henry A. Kissinger and Maj. Gen. Alexander M. 
Haig, Jr., Assistant and Deputy Assistant to the President 
for National Security Affairs, met with the President to 
discuss General Haig’s recent trip to South Vietnam. 

The President today accepted the resignation of King- 
don Gould, Jr., as United States Ambassador to Luxem- 
bourg, effective at a date to be determined. 


October -7 

The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Lyle S. Garlock, of Arlington, Va., for reappointment 
as a member of the Foreign Claims Settlement Commis- 
sion for the term of 3 years expiring October 21, 1975. 





NOMINATIONS SUBMITTED 
TO THE SENATE 
The following list does not include promo- 


tions of members of the Uniformed Services, Released October 3, 1972 

nominations to the Service Academies, or Instrument of Ratification: ABM treaty 

Proclamation: ABM treaty 

Protocol of Exchange of Instruments of Rati- 
fication and Notices of Acceptance: instru- 


ments of ratification of the ABM treaty H.R. 4634 


nominations of Foreign Service officers. 


Submitted October 6, 1972 

The following-named persons to be Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica to the Seventeenth Session of the 


CHECKLIST OF WHITE HOUSE 
PRESS RELEASES—Continued 


ACTS APPROVED BY 
THE PRESIDENT—Continued 


Approved October 3, 1972 


WJ. Wes. '1988......... Public Law 92-457 
Joint resolution designating, and author- 
izing the President to proclaim, Febru- 
ary 11, 1973, as “National Inventors’ Day”. 


he acacesabelels acetinatibeotn ds Public Law 92-459 


General Conference of the United Nations 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Orga- 
nization: 

Wri B. Jonss, of California 

R. MILLER Upton, of Wisconsin 

Lovu!tsE Gore, of Maryland 

JAQUELIN H. Hume, of California 

BENJAMIN F. MarsH, of Ohio 

The following-named persons to be Alter- 

nate Representatives of the United States 
of America to the Seventeenth Session of 
the General Conference of the United 
Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Organization: 

E. DorotHy DANN BULLOCK, of Pennsyl- 

vania 
Henry Davi, of the District of Colum- 
bia 

Prerre R. GranaM, of Illinois 

JAMEs C. Haane, of Minnesota 

CHauncy D. Harris, of Illinois 





CHECKLIST OF WHITE HOUSE 
PRESS RELEASES 


Listed below are releases of the Office of 
the White House Press Secretary during the 
period covered by this issue which have not 
been included in the issue. 


Released October 2, 1972 


News briefing: on the proposed ceiling on 
Federal spending—by John D. Ehriich- 
man, Assistant to the President for Do- 
mestic Affairs, and Caspar W. Weinberger, 
Director, Office of Management and Budget 

Fact sheet: Treaty Between the U.S. and 
the US.S.R. on the Limitation of Anti- 
Ballistic Missile Systems, and Interim 
Agreement on limitation of strategic of- 
fensive arms 


and the notices of acceptance of the In- 
terim Agreement on strategic offensive 
arms 





ACTS APPROVED BY 
THE PRESIDENT 


Approved October 2, 1972 
Fe ee Public Law 92-452 


Joint resolution to authorize the Presi- 
dent to issue a proclamation designating 
the week in November of 1972 which in- 
cludes Thanksgiving Day as “National 
Family Week”. 


[iy eReader one Public Law 92-453 


An act to amend titles 5, 10, and 32, 
United States Code, to authorize the waiver 
of claims of the United States arising out 
of certain erroneous payments, and for 
other purposes. 


TERR: FE Ok naitctpwoon Public Law 92-455 


An act to make the basic pay of the Master 
Chief Petty Officer of the Coast Guard 
comparable to the basic pay of the senior 
enlisted advisers of the other Armed Forces, 
and for other purposes. 

2 2 | a Public Law 92-451 
An act to amend the provisions of title 14, 
United States Code, relating to the flag 
officer structure of the Coast Guard, and 
for other purposes. 

i ee eee Public Law 92-454 
An act to credit certain service rendered 
by District of Columbia substitute teachers 
for purposes of civil service retirement. 


An act to direct the Secretary of the Army 
to release on behalf of the United States 
@ condition in a deed conveying certain 
land to the State of Oregon to be used as a 
public highway. 


Se eee Public Law 92-458 


An act to provide relief for certain prewar 
Japanese bank claimants. 


SE: Sia er cibaae Public Law 92-456 


An act to provide for the disposition of 
funds appropriated to pay a judgment in 
favor of the Delaware Tribe of Indians in 
Indian Claims Commission Docket Num- 
bered 298, and the Absentee Delaware Tribe 
of Western Oklahoma, and others, in In- 
dian Claims Commission Docket Numbered 
72, and for other purposes. 

Gey ME cteccencasaes Private Law 92-133 
An act to release the conditions in a deed 
with respect to certain property hereto- 
fore conveyed by the United States to 
the Columbia Military Academy and its 
successors. 


October 4, 1972 

EDITOR’S NOTE: On October 4, 1972, the fol- 

lowing bill became law without the Presi- 

dent’s signature when the Congress over- 

rode the President’s veto (see page 1486 of 

this issue) : 

eee SI aikteckntcs Public Law 92-460 
An act to amend the Railroad Retirement 
Act of 1937 to provide a temporary 20 per 
centum increase in annuities, to simplify 
administration of the Act, and for other 
purposes. 
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with President 


Tobin, Francis X 
Tonelli, Joseph 

Tonga, U.S. Ambassador to 
Tower, Sen. John 
Transportation 
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Transportation, Department of 
Secretary 
Urban Mass Transportation Admin- 
istration 
Treasury, Department of the 
Customs Bureau. See Customs, Bu- 
reau of 
Secretary 
Treaties and other international 
ments, Interim agreement on 
on the limitation of strategic offen- 


Truman, Pres. Harry S 
Turk, James C 


Unemployment 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
Cooperation with U.S.-------------- 1440, 
1444, 1462, 1466, 1469, 1470 


General Secretary Leonid I. Brezhnev. be 7 


Health, cooperation with U.S_-..---- 

Minister of Health 

Premier Aleksei N. Kosygin 

President Nikolai V. Podgorny. 

Strategic arms limitation, cooperation 

with U.S___-- 1449, 1456, 1466, 1470, 1474 

US. relations___ 1461-1464, 1466-1468, 1470 
United Kingdom 

AmbosenGor to UB...... 22s send cccue 1475 

Prime Minister Edward Heath 1449 
United Nations, U.S. Representative.... 1452 
Urban areas, mass transportation. 1459, 1460 
Urban mass transportation 1 


Veterans Day 1972 

Victory '72 dinners 
Los Angeles, Calif 
New York City, N.Y. 
San Francisco, Calif. 

Vietnam, North. See Vietnam, Demo- 
cratic Republic of 

Vietnam, South. See Vietnam, Republic 
of 

Vietnam, Democratic Republic of 
Bombing by U.S_-_---.---...--- 1439, 1443 
Invasion of South Vietnam 1443 
Mining of ports by U.S...-----.-.--- 1443 
Paris peace talks, Delegation 

Vietnam, Republic of 
Government 
Invasion by North Vietnamese forces. 1439, 


by 


g, 
Vietnam conflict 
Amnesty for draft evaders 445 
Bombing policy, U.S.....------- 1439, 1443 
Casualties 1439, 1444, 1461, 1462 
Invasion of South by North Viet- 
namese forces 
Mining of North Vietnamese ports 
2 ee eae 1443 
U.S. forces withdrawal 
Vietnamization program 
Virginia, U.S. district judge, western 
district 


Ward, Robert J 

Welfare 
Reform 
Welfare ethic 

Weapons 


Trip Maj. Gen. Alexander M. 


1462, 1463, 1470 

Strategic arms limitations. 1449, 1470, 1744 

Widener, H. Emory, Jr 1476 
Willard, Dr. Beatrice E 


Xuan Thuy 

Yemen Arab Republic, U.S. Ambas- 
Young, Edward 

Young Labor for Nixon 


Young Voters for Nixon-Agnew 
Youth 








